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Rawl Coffman 
City Attorney 
city of Tehama 
P.O. Box 158 
Red Bluff, CA 96080 

Dear Mr. Coffman: 

April 25, 1986 

Re: Your Request for Advice 
Our Fi No. A-86-128 

This is response to your April 17, 1986 letter 
requesting on your filing obligations as the city 
attorney for the City of Tehama. 

You ifically asked if you must identify each client who 
paid you fees in excess of $250. You believe th requirement 
is an invasion of the confident work done on behalf of 

ients who do not wish to be identified. 

Government Code section 82030l/ defines income to include 
salary and wages, as well as any income of any business entity 
in which the individual or spouse owns directly or indirectly, 
a 10 percent interest or greater. If the offic owns a 
10 percent or greater interest in the business entity he or she 
must disclose a client's name if the official's pro rata shar~ 
of client's fees to the entity during the reporting period 
amount to $10,000 or more. section 87207(b) (2). Therefore, if 
an offic O1:vns 50 percent of a la~v f , and the firm 
received $20,000 in fees from a client, the law firm would be 
reported on Schedule D as a source of income of $10,000 or 
more, and the client's name must be disclosed on Schedule H of 
the statement of Economic Interests. However, if an official 
owns 50 percent of a law firm and the client id $10,000 in 
fees, the law would still be disclosed on Schedule D, but 

l/ Government Code 
re are to the Government 
indicated. 
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the client would not, since 0 cal's 
s than $10,000 (50% of $19,000 equals 

rata share was 
9,500). 

The disclosure of client's names was upheld by 
California Court after it was chal on 
constitutional ~ v. , 25 Cal. 3d 772, 160 Cal. 
Rptr. 102 (1979). The court spec discussed the 
attorney-client privilege and concluded as follows: 

It well established that attorney-client 
privilege, designed to protect communications bett'leen 
the attorney and client, does not ordinarily protect 
the client's ident 
(1959) 51 Cal. 2d 616, 6 .2 
v. Bliss (1869) 36 Cal. 489, 507.) 
exception to rule has been recognized, however, 
in cases wherein known facts concerning an attorney's 
representation of an anonymous client implicate the 
client in unlawful activities and disclosure of the 
client's name might serve to make the client the 
subject of official investigation or expose him to 
criminal or civil I ility. (See Ex parte McDonough 
(1915) 170 Cal. 230, 236-237 [149 P. 566] I People v. 

livan (1969) 271 Cal. App. 2d 431, 545-546 [77 Cal. 
Rptr. 25]; Baird (9th Cir. 1960) 270 F.2d 
2 63, 63 0 ; ( 5 th C i r . 1975 ) 
517 F.2d" COllected.} 
(4c) These principles, in our view, remain ,-,hoI 
applicable in cases such as that fore us. 
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We conclude from the forego that 
provisions of the Act do not to 
the privilege or the 
to maintain the confidence 

25 Cal. 3d 15 785. 

The commission ation, which the court refers to, sets 
forth the standards and procedure the of an 
exception to the disclosure of a client's ity. 2 Cal. 
Adm. Code section 18740 (copy osed) . 

I hope this clari your reporting obligations under the 
Political Act. If I can be ass 
feel free to contact me at (916) 322-5901. 

JET:plh 
Enclosures 

Sincerely, , 
() ~ --~l~/ . /) 
,,-/QQrr1J2L~cP 
Jeanette E. Turvill 
Legal Assistant 

Division 



California 
Fair Political 
Practices Commission 

Rawlins Coffman 
P.O. Box 158 
Red Bluff, CA 96080 

Dear Mr. Coffman: 

April 22, 1986 

Re: 86-128 

Your letter requesting advice under the Political Reform 
Act has been received by the Fair Political Practices 
Commission. If you have any questions about your advice 
request, y~u may contact me directly at (916) 322-5901. 

We try to answer all advice requests promptly. Therefore, 
unless your request poses particularly complex legal questions, 
or unless more information is needed to answer your request, 
you should expect a response within 21 working days. 

JET:plh 

Veri;" truly yours, _ 

i 'rc::J' /' .• , ,J ' 
""-,. n 'J..' ful ~CL·C<..j:'V 

eanette E. Turvill 
Legal Assistant 
Legal Division 

428 J Street, Suite 800 • P.O. Box 807 • Sa(:ranwntn f:A QC;R0.1-C'I)'<{Y7 a {01 /" \ .. .,., C':'L;{"\ 



POST OFFICE BOX 158 

RAWLINS COFFMAN 

ATTORNEY AT LAW 

RED BLUFF. CALIFORNIA 96080 

April 17, 1986 

California Fair Political 
Practices Commission 
428 J Street, Suite 800 
P. O. Box 807 
Sacramento, CA 95804-0807 

Gentlemen: 

I have a question. 

21 0 36 AM 

TELEPHONE 527-2021 

AREA CODE 916 

I have been part-time City Attorney for the City of Tehama 
for almost 40 years. As you know, it is one of the tiniest 
cities in California. I receive a fee of $100.00 per year. 

If I read the material that you sent me correctly, I am 
expected to file Form 721 on or before April 1, 1987, 
covering the calendar year, 1986. I read Form 721 
correctly, I must identify each and every client who paid 
me a in excess of $250.00 during the year, 1986. Is 
this correct? 

so, I consider it an invasion of confidential work done 
on behalf of several clients who do not wish to be identified 
as having engaged the services of any lawyer. In any event, 
I am waiting to hear from you. 

yours, 

RAWLINS COFFMAN 

RC/vad 


